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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript not only provides the evolutionary perspective for stakeholder involvement in higher education, but also articulates the importance and benefits of collaborative approaches in industry today. It further provides strategies of embracing and enhancing collaboration, in addition to empowering the collaborating agents. The manuscript prescribes collaborative approaches that present a high likelihood of contributing to improved practices in industry and impact in the community.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title is adequate
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Abstract is comprehensive and adequate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Manuscript has scientific importance and contributes to the body of knowledge. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are current. The first few statements under ‘introduction’ need to be backed by relevant references. 

	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Language is suitable for scholarly communication

	

	Optional/General comments

	The literature would benefit from a clarification of the basic terminologies of stakeholder involvement that are repeatedly used in this manuscript, alongside the term ‘collaboration’ This includes the conclusion section which refers to “collaboration and engagement”. The associated words are engagement, participation, cooperation, communication, etc. Collaboration and consultation are adequately discussed.

Under the section “measuring success and impact” reference is made to “this edition”. There is need to clarify what the author is referring to here. Previous sections have termed it “this chapter”.

	











	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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